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Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed bl^lQ^ have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

A. Applicant argues, "the identifier of claim 1 is not to be embedded within the 
media object. ..the identifier is used to identify a media object to be played. ..The 
cited sections [disclosed in Levy] are related to how to use the identifier to access 
additional context information and perform further action..." (page 12, Hnes 15-26). 

In response, claim 1 (fines 2-3) recites "a controller configured to select an 
identifier associated with a media object and to send a request to play the media 
object identified by the identifier". Levy teaches that media objects are transformed 
into active objects via identifiers embedded into them or their containers; a 
decoding process extracts the identifier from a media object and forwards it to a 
server; the server maps the identifier to an action, such as returning metadata, re- 
directing the request to other servers, requesting information, etc.; a finking process 
appfies to broadcast objects and objects transmitted over networks in streaming and 
compressed file formats. The controller may be a program that enables a user to 
select a desired object and request a media object; Levy teaches this limitation 
(abstract; col. 1, fines 35-60; col. 2, fines 5-24, 38-61). 
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B. Applicant ar^es, "according to certain embodiments of the present 
application, the media object is not stored within the controller and the controller 
only stores identifiers for identifying the media objects. In response to the identifier 
wirelessly received from the controller, the network apphance determines whether 
the identified media object is stored within the network apphance. If so, the 
network apphance will play the media object. Otherwise, the network apphance 
downloads the media object from server over another network (e.g., Internet) and 
plays the downloaded media object... Lev fails to disclose... the limitations set forth 
above" (page 12, last two hnes-page 13, hne 9). 

In response. Levy discloses media objects (audio) having an object identifier 
that are transmitted over a network, such as the Internet (col. 6, lines 8-13) via a 
web site interface (wireless connection; col. 5, hnes 61-65). Levy teaches receiving a 
web page associated with the object identifier for buying and downloading music 
(col. 6, hnes 43-58). 

C. Applicant argues, "There is not suggestion within Levy, Dom, and Morris to 
combine with each other. Levy, Dom, and Morris are solving significantly different 
problems and their approaches are significantly different. One with ordinary skill 
in the art would not combine these references because such a combination lacks 
motives and reasonable expectations of success. 

In response to apphcant » argument that there is no suggestion to combine 
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the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed 
invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found 
either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of 
ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 
1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, 
Levy teaches a method of music dehvery and selling content; Dom teaches a method 
of viewing and handling media data objects; and Morris teaches an interface for 
using a collection of digital media. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 46 is objected to because of the following informalities: "pbject" (Hne 4) 
should be changed to -object". Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in 
the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international 
appUcation by another who has ftdfilled the requirements of paragraphs (l), (2), and (4) of section 
371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 
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The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection 
Act of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international apphcation filed before November 29, 
2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

4. Claims 1, 3-12, 21, 24-29, 31-35, 44 and 46-47 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Levyetal(\JS 6,505,160 Bl). 

Claims 1, 21, 29. 35 and 44: 

Levy discloses a system and method for hnking audio and other multimedia 
data objects with metadata and actions via a communication network (computer, 
broadcast, wireless, etc). Levy teaches that media objects are transformed into 
active, connected objects via identifiers. Identifiers are extracted from the media 
object and forwarded to a server; the server maps the identifier to an action or re- 
directs the request to one or more other servers; the server may respond with an 
option for the user to buy the hnk and control the resulting action for the object 
with the identifier (coL 1, hnes 27-58; col. 2, lines 15-23, 38-43, 53-61). Levy 
discloses a system having a controller for selecting an identifier associated with a 
media object and send a request to play the media object identified by an identifier; 
the controller sends the request over a wireless communication media (network 
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controller, for retrieving the media object from a first server via a network 
connection when the media object is not stored in the apphance, and for playing the 
media object (col. 4, lines 20-67; col. 5, lines 1-12, 56-65; col. 6, lines 3-67; col. 7, 
lines 1-12; col. 10, fines 4-29, 58-67). 
Claims 3-7 and 34: 

See claim 1. Levy teaches synchronization to enable the first means to have 
the identifiers associated with the media objects stored in the third means; first and 
second servers for storing the media object; an appHance for retrieving the media 
object from a second server when the media is not found in the first server (col. 3, 
lines 24-48; col. 4, fines 40-60, 62-67; col. 5, fines 1-13; col. 6, lines 29-50). 
Claims 8-10, 12 and 33: 

Levy explains that a ficensing server may be programmed to download 
software players and new music offerings compatible with those players. The 
ficensing server may provide software for decrypting, decoding, and playing 
electronically distributed music according to usage rules packaged with the 
electronicaUy distributed music. Levy teaches that the linking of the MP3 file 
enables the content owner to market music and products that promote the sale of 
audio objects in other formats, included formats protected with encryption (col. 6, 
fines 29-59). 
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maim n: 

See claim 8. Levy teaches that in the event that a media object is not hnked, 
the decoding and server processes can be programmed to enable the user to 
purchase a link for the object (col. 1, hnes 55-58; col. 2, lines 53-61; col. 3, Unes 15- 
21; col. 6, lines 60-67; col. 7, lines 1-12, 29-31). 
Claim 24: 

Levy teaches electronic transactions and payment information (col. 2, Hnes 
62-67; col. 3, Unes 1-23; col. 13, Hnes 49-67). 
Claim 25: 

Levy teaches an Internet browser (col. 6, hnes 29-50). Computers and 
browsers use cache memory to load Web pages more quickly. 
Claims 26 and 27: 

Levy teaches capture devices. Levy explains that the decoding process may 
be implemented in a variety of devices or software that process media objects. 
These devices and software include programmable devices such as personal 
computers, personal digital assistants, personal stereos, tuners, televisions, etc. (col. 
4,hnes 25-32; col. 14, Hnes 34-40). 
Claim 28: 

Levy teaches audio and video objects (col. 10, Hnes 4-17). 
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r.laim 31 : 

See claim 1. Levy teaches that a server may redirect a request when the 
object is not stored in it (col. 1, Unes 41-55; col. 4, lines 40-67; col. 5, lines 1-12; col. 
6, lines 43-51). 
r.laim .32: 

Levy teaches access authorization and user ID for transactions (col. 2, Unes 
62-67; coL 3, hues 1-23; col. 13, lines 50-67; col. 14, lines 25-33). 
Claim 46: 

See claim 1. Levy teaches a plurality of servers for retrieving identified 
media object (fig. i; col. 5, lines 54-65; col. 6, Unes 29-58). 
Claim 47: 

See claim 1. Levy teaches media objects having a tag (key), both being stored 
within the device (abstract; col. 4, Unes 25-67; col. 5, Unes 1-22). Levy teaches 
downloading content (col. 4, Unes 49*61) and format protection with encryption (col. 
6, Unes 43-58). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for aU 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

6. Claims 13-15 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Levy and Dom etal(\JS 6,166,735). 

Claims 13, 14 and 22: 

See claim 1. Levy teaches identifiers but it does not teach that identifiers are 
selected by selecting a visual representation of the media object. However, Dom 
discloses a computer system for viewing and browsing video data objects provided 
from a remote repository over a network such as the Internet (col. 1, lines 7-13; col. 
2, lines 9-39, 49-63). Dom teaches identifiers selected by selecting a thumbnail 
(video visual representation), (col. 5, lines 13-31, 66-67; col. 6, hnes 1-9; col. 8, lines 
12-20). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Levy to include thumbnail images for 
representing media objects because they not only can be used to invoke other 
functions but also provide the user with a general idea of what the image looks Uke 
before selecting it; it can be used for qviick identification; as an aid in indexing, 
previewing and/or cataloging images; they facilitate downloading and reduce 
download time. 
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Claim 15: 

Dom shows a group of thumbnails in fig. 3 (col. 9, hnes 25*29). 
Claim 45: 

See claim 1. Levy teaches that a media objects and its identifier travel 
through electronic distribution, such as network communication (Internet), but does 
not teaches that the network includes a wide area network. However, Dom teaches 
media object that can be selected for download (col. 6, lines 15-22; col. 8, hnes 12- 
20). Dom teaches various computing devices (nodes) coupled to various networks 
including local area networks, wide area networks, etc. (col. 7, hnes 22-32). 

7. Claims 16-20, 23 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Levy/Dom and Morris et al (US 6,097,389). 

Claims 16, 23 and 36: 

Levy/Dom does not teach a second group including selected thumbnail images 
from a first group including all the stored thumbnail images. However, Morris 
discloses a method and apparatus for providing a user interface for presenting a 
collection of digital media in a media container. Morris illustrates, in figs. 12B and 
12F, two groups of thumbnails; the fixst group is in the thumbnail region 305 for 
displaying aU the thumbnails 1265, and the second group is in the album page 
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region 309 for displaying selected thumbnails 1261. Thus, it would have been 
obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
modify Levy/Dom to include Morris's teaching of a first and second region for 
grouping thumbnails because they allow the user to create different collections of 
documents or media objects, which may be desirable in some cases. 
Claims 17-19: 

See claims 1 and 16. Levy teaches a playhst (col. 3, lines 24-48; col. 10, lines 
58-67; col. 17, hnes 4-8). Morris teaches a first subgroup including a fist of 
thumbnails (media objects) and a second subgroup including one or more 
thumbnails (figs. 12B and 12F). 
Claim 20 : 

Levy discloses a microphone to record audio annotations (col. 14, Hnes 34-67; 
col. 15, lines 1-4). Morris teaches a text input area that enables users to enter 
information associated with the thumbnails (figs. 8A and 9; col. 10, hnes 11-67; col. 
11, lines 1-45). 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented 
in this Oface action. Accordingly, TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). i^^plicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE -MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earher communications from 
the examiner should be directed to X L. Bautista whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4132. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday S^OOAM- 
6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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10. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Apphcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toU-free). 
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